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REMARKS 
Response to CMm Rejections - 35 US€ §103 
MPE? §2143.03 AM Claim Limitations Must Be Considered 

"AH words in a claim must be considered in judging the patentability of that claim against the 
prior art." In re Wilson. 424 K2d 1382, 1385,' 165 USPQ 494, 496 (CCPA 1970). If an 
independent claim is nonohvious under 35 U.S.C 103, then any claim depending there from is 
nonohvious. In re Fine, S3 7 F.2d 1071. 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. fir. 198S). 

The Office Action dated July 23, 2007 has been carefully considered. Claims .1-14, 17- 
20 and 26-28 are active in this application. Further examination and reconsideration of the 
rejection of claims 1-14. 17-20 and 26-28 are respectfully requested. 

The rejection of claim l -5 ; 6-8, 14, 18, 20 and 26-28 under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Adachi (US 6,877,037} in view of Forlenza et si, (US 6,553,103 Bl) is 
respectfully traversed. However, in order to further define applicants' invention, independent 
claims 1, 14, 18 and 20 have been amended as presented herein. 

Claim .1 recites "the data object update message being capable of changing the meaning 
of the macro.' 4 Adachi does not teach the -use of macros as pointed out in the Office Action, page 
3, which stales " Adachi does not specifically teach macros for communication thai are 
representative of a message for communications, the data object update message being capable 
of changing the meaning of the macro, and referencing a macro number corresponding to an 
associated macro." Although Forlenza teaches the use of macros. Forlenza does not teach the 
use of "a data object update message being capable of changing the meaning of the macro" as 
claimed in claim 1. Similarly, as amended, independent claims ]4 ? 18 and 20 recite the 
limitation of a data object update message being capable of changing the meaning of the macro 
which is not found in Adachi -or in Forlenza or their combination. 
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Applicants' attorney should any issues remam. 
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Respectfully submitted, 





Richard A. Bachand 
Reg. No. 2 5, 107 
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